the Chagatay conqueror. This looked like the end of the one-century old state, as Bayezid's four sons, Süleyman, Mehmed, İsa, and Musa engaged in a long civil war that only ended in 1413, with Mehmed as sole ruler of the remaining Ottoman territories. Following this, Mehmed managed to see off his Anatolian and Venetian enemies, as well as a much-debated series of internal revolts led by Musa's judge, Şeyh Bedreddin, and a millenarian preacher, Börklüce Mustafa. As a result of his successes, upon his death in 1421 the Ottoman borders were on the Danube in the north and the Adriatic in the west. His son and successor, Murad II, recovered all the Anatolian territories lost in the aftermath of the defeat at Ankara, captured Thessaloniki from Venice for a second time in 1430, and conquered new territories in Anatolia and on the Adriatic and Ionian coasts. Somewhat unexpectedly, he abdicated in 1444 in favor of his son Mehmed, but the perceived danger posed by a new crusade made him return only a few months later, defeating the Hungarians and their allies at Varna, on the Black Sea coast. After his death in 1451, he was again succeeded by his son, Mehmed II the Conqueror, almost the first act of whom was the conquest of Constantinople/Istanbul, which was to be the new capital of the empire. Mehmed's vision and state was very different to those of his fourtheenthcentury ancestors: what had begun as a semi-tribal confederation of warlords was now an organized settled state with a highly elaborate hierarchy and protocol and an apparatus formed of scholars and statesmen (who had already formed their own family dynasties) that was ready to articulate a theory of Mehmed's imperial vision.
The spectacular expansion of the early Ottomans demands an explanation, and many theories have been put forward. Originating as a small emirate in what used to be the Seljuk borderlands, the Ottomans had one significant advantage over the other emirates that filled the power vacuum created by the Mongol invasion of 1243: theirs was situated on the frontline with the lands of the infidels, Byzantium, and thus offered splendid prospects for a life of plundering, on the one hand, and religious fervor, on the other. And indeed, it is the precise nature of the balance between these two factors that forms the focus of much scholarly debate on the origins of the Ottomans. This debate, initiated by Fuad Köprülü (who was, in turn, answering the claims of Gibbons regarding the strong Byzantine character of the early Ottomans) and his face-value acceptance of the tribal origin of Osman's people from a branch of the Oğuz tribes, led to Paul Wittek's famous "gazi thesis". Wittek surmised that Osman's tribal nucleus gathered together a group of warriors of various backgrounds, all of whom were motivated by the spirit of gaza or "the Holy War", i.e. the prospect of war against the neighboring Byzantines. The ensuing debate might have been based on a misunderstanding, as if Wittek had meant a kind of Muslim
